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may. Senator Lamb, you were the author of this particular
rule that we are dealing with right now. D id you g o t h r o u g h
the Rules Committee on that?

SENATOR LAMB: No , I didn't have t o because i t w as su ch a
good change that everybody agreed, and it came right across
without much opposition, as I remember. We are not in that
situation today.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Tha n k y o u, Sen a t o r L a mb . I t h i n k t h at
answer suggests to you that Senator Lamb is being totally
h ypocr i t i c a l t h i s m o r n i n g i n t h e sense that he got this rule
change made in the exact same manner that we are doing it
this morning. I think that what he is suggesting to you is
contrar y t o a l l r u l e s , t o a l l t r ad i t i on s of the Legislature.
I n t h i s s i t u at i on , s i nce I ' ve be e n i n the Legislature, and
f or a s l o n g a s a n y body h e r e can remember, we have done it on
a 25 vote basis. It has not had to go through the Rules
Committee at the beginning of the session. So I just want
to point out to you what is happening in this particular
instance and urge you not to adop- this particular motion.

PRESIDENT: Se n a t o r L a mb .

SENATOR LAMB: Mr. President, members, I t h i nk I ' m goi n g t o
agree with Senator Beutler that at this point, this being
the beginning of the two-year session , w e do ch a n g e t h e
rules on a 2 5 vot e ba s i s . I'm not trying to alter that at
all. I guess that' s been the way we' ve done it in the past.
I still object to the fact that he wants to change it so we
do this in the middle of...midstream, so I'm going to
withdraw this motion. But I j ust u rge people t o vot e
against the change that Senator Beutler and Senato r M o r e head
are offering this morning.

PRESIDENT. The Lamb motion is withdrawn. Senator Beutler,
have you c l os e d '? D o you w an t t o say anything further on

SENATOR BEUTLER: I wou l d j u st l i ke to make a couple of
comments, if I may, Mr. President. First of all, to restate
the issue so those of you who perhaps were not h ere a t t h e
begxnning of the debate understand, the motion is to change
the rule that requires the adoption of permanent rules once
every two years to the requirement that they be adopted for
o ne year o n l y . The pu r p os e , again, is so at the beginning

y our mot i o n ?
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